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Committee on Goals and Rates of Payment 
fhe Committee makes the following recomendations 3 


(1) That the definition of a non-general allotment-farm remain 
the same as in the 1939 bulletine . \ 


(2) That the soilebuilding goal be determined in the seme mamer 
aw in the 1939 bulletins | 


(3) That the rate per acre used in determining the soil-building 
allowanss be increased by 10 percent, making any nocoasary adjustments 
in other rates, and that if this increase is not possible under the Act 
that the Conference go on record as favoring an amendment to Act so as 
to provide that a larger proportion of the total funds be made available 
for solletwilding practices. 


(4) That there be a miniram allownee to be earned in commeoction 
with soll<tilding practices by providing that the maximum payment which 
may be earned for any farm shall not be less than $20.00. 


(6) That the nonecrop open pasture and range allowance be cam 
puted as in 1939 exespt that a minimm allowance rate in connection with 
noteorop pasture and range land in areas where both a fiat rate per acre 
and a rate based on carrying capacity are applicable shall be 12 cents 
per aore for each acre in the pasture or range up to 640 acreso 


(6) That there shall be established a specific farm woodland al- 
lowance of $30.00 per farm to be earned by the performance of such approved 
woodland practices as are recommended by tho State committee and approved 
by the Agricultural Adjustment Administrations 


(7) That a deduction ef $2.00 be computed for each farm family 
thet does not have « home garden, such deduction to be mde only from 
the paynent which the person failing to grow the garden would otherwise 
receives This deduction would apply only in areas designated by the 
Agricultural Adjustment Administration upon the recommendation of the 
State comittes. 


(8) That the Acricultural Adjustment Administration give serious 
attention to shorteniag the time slapsing betwoon tho checlking of por 
formance and the malcing of payments, particularly with respect to milq 


(9) That the mtional goal for general solledepleting crops be phi 
the same as under the 1939 program and thet a1) special allotments be 
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/e/ Bimer Pe Kruse, Chio, Aetna 
Je He Shoulders, Tennessee 
Jo Ee Walker, Pennsylvania 
Co De Walker, Oiiahoma 
Honury B. Ramsey, Washington 


- gormitiee on Wheat 
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The Comaittes on Wheat wishes to mike the following recommends. 

ons for the 1940 Yhoat Procrams 

Upon recormoniation of the State committee and approved by the 

--—- Regional Director, a tolerance of 3% or 5 acres, whichever is smlier, 
be granted provided tho excess wheat is disposed of before the deadq 

line date which is the final date for disposing excess wheat which 

would make the persons interested in the wheat on the farm eligible 

for all benefit paynonts including price adjustment payments end be 

eligible for loans with respect to wheate 
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Upon recormendation of the State committee end approved by the 
Administrator, the final date be set by which excess wheet may be 
» dieposed of, the committee approves the regulations on wheat mixtures 
sag outlined in tho suggested wheat provisions for 1940 under item 2o 


The Committeo approves the procedure for establishing wheat 
goreage allotments as outlined in "Wheat Provisions Applicable for 
1940", page 2, item 3. 


ee The Committee aaatis that any acreage of volunteer wheat 
oe which is harvested be olassified as "seeded" whenteVpon the recomen- 
‘ dation of the State committees end approved by the Administrator a clos 
ing date be set for disposing of volunteer wheat ond any acreage of 
volunteer wheat which remins on the land after the finnl date for 
 d&eposing of such volunteer wheat bo cleasified as “seeded” wheat 


The Committees Penta that the rate of deduction for excosa 
wheat be fifty cents por bushel and be applicable as outlined in item 5 
of tho "Suggested Wheat Provisions Applicable for 1940". 


om er /s/ Ae Le Criger, Kansas, Chairmn 
Ae Re Barnes, Se Dakota C. Arthur Taylor, Delavars 
Ge Ge sim.oh, Penns Ce Le Thomas, Tome 
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ae i The Comittee on Peamrte recommends the following definition for 
om mn ercial, eer hier ares s 
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COMERCIAL PAANUT-PRODUCING ANSA means Virginie, North Carolins., 
Georgia, Alabama, Florida, Tes, and any other State if as mich as 
50,000 acres produced in 19393 PROVIDED, That any county in any of 
such States may be exoluded from the commercial peanut=producing area 
4f not more than 300 acres of peanuts for market were grown in 1959 
and the State committee recommends that such county be excluded from 
the cormorcial peanut-producing arete 


Se Ee Stathan, Georgia 
fon Scott, North Carolina 
Eo Ne Holmgreen, Texas 


Committee on Vegetables 
Tho Coumittee on Vegetables makes the following reconmendations: 


le No more expansion in vegetable acreage is nooded or justified, 
and any successful vegetable program must be rationa] in scope. 


20 The 1940 vegetable program should be similar to the 1959 pro= 
evame The usual acreage « 1936-57 average or jater period adjusted to 
1936037 level ~ should be the basis of allotmonts. The total state 
allotmert should be subject to reallocation by state comnittes between 
countiose The coumty allotments should be subject to reallocation wy 
the county committees to.individual ferms in order to compensate for 
practices of crop rotetion and for changes in farming practices within 
the courtiess 


So As a rule no vegetable allotmente should be made of less than 
$ acres, but oxgoption my be made for reducing vegetable ellotuents 
below 3 acres in arene upon request of the State Committee and approved 
by the hegional Directore : 


4. The peremial crops (artichokes, rhubarb, asparagus, stréie~ 
berries and mint) should be excluded from tho vegetable classification 
and be placed in the same classification as orchards, in areas where 
requosted by the State Committee and approved by the Regiomal Directiote 


Bo Vatermelons should be excluded from the commercial vegeta>ic 
clessification ami placed in the general soil-depleting classifications 
(Thig recormendation was approved by the conference by a vote of 20 
affirmative and 4 nogatives 


6. Ary county having 200 or more acres of commercial vegetabios 
ghonid be a commercial vegetable county unless the State committee, with 
the approval of the Regional Director, determines that distribution of 
eommersial vegetables from such county is confined to amali local rarkets, 
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% t neve aa oe ‘tendency toward acreage expansion, and that the 
ve a this program would not be jeopardized by its elimim- 


aes The peyment on the vegetable allotment should not be lye on 
more ee the allotted acreage, or 125 percent of the planted acreage, 
whi ever ia lowere 

Be Provision should be made for a vegetable year to run from 


Sopte amber 1 to August 30 in States or portions of States where recom= 
nonded by the State Committee end approved by the Regional Directors 


hp 90 Provisions of the 1940 Vegetable Program should be announced. 
not later than Aucust 10 and allotments for vegetables should be gotten 


“out ehoad of planting datess 
Roy Porter, Chairman 


Sweet Poteto Recommendations. 


3 lo Sweet potatocs be left as in the 1959 program except in areas 
| grown for starch can be exempted on recommendation of State Committee 
a: and approval of tho regional directors 


Zo To clarify status of POR EAan a= 


*% Sweet potatoes will not be used to desicnete vegetable countiese 
a) ‘Guest potatoes are exempted by item 6 of the general report whore mire 

keted or sold locally in smell mrkets. Tho 3 acre exemption applies 
to ewect potatoes. 


/a/ He Ge Clayton 


Ao Ws Jones 


Se Eo Stathan 
; dack Thornborrow 
Zz Porter Hardy, Jeo 
Deed F Be Ye Floyd 
" Se Ke Caasell 


Committes on Rice 


; Tho committee umnimously agrees that there should be no change 
in the definition of a tenant for 1940 from that of 1939, as contained 
in A CPo1939 rd issued June 16. 


/e/ Co He Mathous, Texas 
Co Ce Cox, Arkansas 
Fo We Spencer, Louisiana 
Robert Wilson, California 
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Committes on Crop Classification 


Your committee has considered and discussed at length the 
suggestions made in connection with the definition of soiledepleting 
acreage and desires to submit tho following reports 


le Irrigated land in the States of Washington, Oregon, Ideho, 
and Utah, which is cultivated periodically to control noxious weeds, 
be non-depleting even though it is not seeded in 1940 to an approved 
non=depleting crop. 


Ze (Referred to AAA for consideration). Perenniel truck end 
vegetable crops be classified as soll-depleting if planted instead of 
hervestede It will be necessary to include a provision excepting 
artichokes, rhubard, strawberries, asparagus, and mint from the soile 
depleting classification in sreas whore they are considered a8 oGme 
mercial orchards rether then commercial vegetables 


Se Peas for canning, freezing, or dried edible peas be soil~ 
depleting if planted rather than harvested. 


40 Flax, wheat (on a non-allotment wheat farm), oats, barley, 
ryé, omer, spelts, or mixtures of these crops, when used as a murse 
crop for legumes or perennial grasses which are seeded in a worlaan= 
like manner and the nurse orop is out green for hay be non=depletinge 
This change does not require that 2 good stand of the legumes or 
grasses be attained or that a showing be yade in the absence of a 
good stand that the failure to secure and maintain a stand was due 
either to flood, drought, or insect conditionse Tho only requirenont 
for the smllegrein crop cut green for hay when used @3 & murse crop 
to be considered non=depleting would be thet either there poremial 
grasses or legumes were seoded in a workmniike mamcre 


Se. land on which a volunteer crop is harvested be classified as 
s0iledepletings 


Geoe Ae Slaughter, Temes 
He He Nuttle, Maryland 

Ce Le Waring, Montene. - 

Ke Roberts, New Jorsey 
Ce We Stickney, Minnesota 


Committee on Soi.1-Building Practices 


The Committee accepted a set of stendarde to judge practices that 
ere submittede Those standards ares 


le Are the practices technically sound? 
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2o Does the public get its money's worth? 


Se Dees the practice assist the farmer to do something he 
could not do otherwise? 


4. Do the practices tend tomrd a permanent stable agriculture? 

5o Do the practices simplify or complicate the program? 

Ge Do the practices submitted present administrative difficulties? 
77> het effect will the practices have on farm income? 


8. What effect will the practices have on the country as a whole, 
including nonefarm people? 


96 Do the practices accomplish true soll conservation? 


The committeo considered many prectices thet they do not recommends 
The comaitteoe is reporting favorably on the following practiosa: 


lo The practice of flooding cranberry boge contimously until 
July 1 ata rate of 5 wilte por acres 


20 That practice A-7 be amended to include vegetables and that 
the rate of credit be changed to 1,000 pounds equal 1 unite 


$e That practice Aw} be ameniod by striking out the last word 
“or” and by adding the words "green manure crops in orchards”. 


4o That practice H-2 be amended by deleting the words “normal 
pasture seagzon” and by inserting therefor the words "the entire year” > 


Se Theat practice CaS be amended to read as followss “Cultiva~ 
ting, protecting and maintaining, by replenting, if necessary, a good 
stand of forest trees or a mixture of forest trees and shrubs suitable 
for wild life plented between July 1, 1936 and duly 1, 1940". 


6. That practice C=4 be amended to read as followse “With prior 
approval of tho county committeso improving a stand of forest trees uncer 
such approved system of furm woodlot and wild life management as is 
specified by the Agricultural Adjustment Administratione" 


7. That practice Fel be amended to read as follows; "Planting 
forest trees and/or shrubs, including those benoficial to wild life, 
provided such trees and shrubs ave protected from fire and grezing end 
cultivated in accordance with good tree culture and wiid life mnageo 
ment practice. 
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8o That practice He3S be amended by adding following the words 
“or furrowing non-cropland" the words “or cropland except when carried 
out on protected summrafellowed acreage or as part of a seeding opera 
tion” and that practice Ie] be deleted 


ane That practice A-8 be amended by striking out the words "per 
BOXee 


1020 That a new practice of protective cover crops be recormended, 
such practice to be the maintaining of a protective vegetative cover on 
cropland cropped the first prececding year and fallewed the second pre- 
seoding youre Rate of credit, 3 acrege equal l wmite The committee 
further recommends that specifications be carefully drawmm to keep this 
practice within the purposes of the progreme (Applicable only to dry 
Jand areas) o 


lls That Practice F«2 be amended by substituting the word "area" 
for the word "district". 


12. A new practice, control of erosion of farm land along active 
streams by ripernp of rock, rete of credit 1 cubic yard squeals 1 unite 
(Conference left practice open for revision of language to fit areas 
where applicable). 


It was recommended to our committee that all applicable range 
practices be incorporated in the cropland deckete The committee did 
not desire to miko such a blanket recomendation, but has no objection 
to rogiomal regulation of this sort. Furthermore, the committee did 
recommend to the committee on rates and goals that, subjoct to the ap- 
proval of the Stete committee and the regional director, all. non-corop 
pasture land might be placed in the range programe The committes conj@ 
sidered item 20 of the conference recommendations and decided they did 
not wish to approve it as written end furthor that they believe that 
cooperation and compliance should be encouraged through oducation 
rather than through regulations 


13.0 Amond practice Ajo2 by changing the words "200 pounds" to 
"150 pounds". 


lé. <A paymont of $2c00 for each family on a farm for which a 
garden is establisheds A deduction would be made at the rate of $2.00 
for each femily for which a garden is not ostablishede 


Co A,Collins, New Jerecy, Chairmen 
Iie De Royoo, Kantuclsy 
DavecDavidsdn, California 
Co We Sheppard, Missouri, 

Le Ve Toyne, Colorado 


Committees on Grants of Aid 


Phosphate, liming mterials, and winter legume seeds are nov 
being distributed by the Agricultural Adjustment Adninistretion in 
certain areas as grants of aid under the Agricultural Conservation 
Programe To indicate the extent of this project, there is attechod 
a statenont showing the distribution of materinis and seeds by States 
since tho inauguretion of the projects, including deliveries thus far 
4n comnection with the 1939 Program. In discussing gonoral aspects 
of the project, the committee uniformly agreed that the following 
benefits have resulted from tho projects 


le Tho furnishing of phosphate and limo has resulted in a wide- 
spread oxpansion in the use of these materials on pastures and in con= 
nection with the seeding of conserving crops far in excess of the expane 
sion which would have resulted from the reguler phosphate and line pro= 
visions of the proprane 


2. Tho furnishing of wintor legume seeds has resulted in an 
inereaso in the acreage of cultivated land planted to winter cover crops 
directly proportionate to the quantity of seeds furnishede 


30 The furnishing of these mterials and secds has partially 
met the credit problem and has thus served to increase participation 
in the programe 


4- Tho furnishing of these mterials and seeds has resulted in 
farmers’ carrying out these fundamental practices in addition to other 
approved practices which would have been carriod out anyways In the 
ereas in which the projects have been in effect, the use of those 
materials end seeds represented largely new practicese Therefore, the 
furnishing of these items has resulted in little, if any, displacement 
of normal commercial salese On tho contrary, a mimber of dealers report 
inoreased sales of these materials because of the educational value of 
the grants of aid projecte 


Recomnendations : 


Ao Beoause of tho definito advantages resulting from those pro= 
jeots, the committee recommends the continuation of the authority to 
furnish materials as grents of aid in 1940 ond subsequent programse 


Be The comittee recommends that continued care be taken in the 

fon of the existing projects to new areas or to include edditionsl 
items and that before expanding the project imto areas or to inolude con= 
modities where such expansion would result in special problems arising, 
thet procedures be devised, or necessary legislation be obtained, which 
would enable the Agricultural Adjustment Administration to meet such pro= 
bleme in such areage 


Co therever practicable, the distribution of materials should 
be tied in with norm]. commercial channels of distributions 


De In view of the fact that the project results in the uso of 
materials and secds by many farmers not accustaned to thoir uss, a 
special effort should be made on the part of the State Extension Sere 
vices and the locel committesmen to educate such farmers as to the most 
advantageous method ix using these itense 


Eo The ocomiutites recognizes that in some areas it my prove dew 
sirable to furnish materials only if the purchase and distribution can 
be made through normal commercial channelse Suggested Amendment Noe 5, 
a vopy of which is attached, wae discussed and recomended as a basis 
for a procedure which would provide a solution to the problems in such 
arsase Several possibile procedures were discussed, each of which would 
require such legisletion, but time did not permit the committee to 
formulate & procedure which could be unanimously recommendede However, 
before modifying existing procedures for the purchase of materials in 
ony area where projects are now effective, the committee does recomend 
that further consideration be given to the question as to whether pure 
chasss in the open market could be effected without resulting in undue 
increases in the cost of such materials to the farmero 


Spscinl Discussions 


A suggestion was made that purchases throush normal commercial 
channels could be effected at the present time without additional legis- 
intion under a modification of the assignment procedure which would pere= 
mit paynont to the assignee ag soon as the county cormittee could cers 
tify performance of the practices carried out by the materials covered 
by the assignment. This would involve in some cases payment for a pare 
tial performance before the rogular checking of compliancee While this 
suggestion was discussed at length, no recommendation on the proposal 
is made by the coumiiztes with respect thereto. 


Chairman = Hu Se Vandervort, test Virginia 
Le Me Vogler, Indiana 
Paul Senders, South Carolina 
Paul Be Sargent, New Hampshire 
Ne Co Donaldson, Oregon 


Sugcested Anendment Nos 5 


Section & of the Soil Conservation and Domestic Allot- 
nent Act, as amended, is amended by adding at the end thereof 
the following new subsections 


"(4) In order to mke mterials to be used 
in carrying out soll-conserving practices available 
te producers as grants of aid under this section, 
the Secretary of Agriculture ia authorized to utile 
lige the sorvices of county committees or associaeg, 
tions of producers as agents for the purchasing of 
such materials end such purchases my be made without 
regard to the provisions of section 6709 of the 
Revised Statutes.” : 
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FP MATERIALS AS GRANTS OF AID UNDER 


ee Rs pag amet 48% PeOs (Including equivalent of 22,266 tons 
| sted material. ) 


Great Piains Committe. 


The Great Plains Co ittee submitted the following report 
Which was unanimously adopted: 


The sommittee rscomnnds that: 


1; The range conservation program ami the agricultural scon= 
servation program may be ocubined in any State or areas within a 
State upon the recommendation of the State committee and with the 
approval of the regional cirector. The sormittee recommends that in 
States cor in areas within « State where the range sonservation pro- 
gram and the agricultural cinservation program are combined, the 
definition of “non-crop ope:: pasture land” shall read es follows: 


“Non<srop open pasture land means all pasture and range 
land cther than r</sation pasture land (on which the pre- 
cominuant growth ‘1 forage suitable for grazing and on 
which the number or grouping of any trees or shrubs is 
euch that the jand could not fairly be considsred ag wood-~ 
land) .” 
2» Al applicable range-building practices shall be incor- 
porated into the non-erop open pasture phase of the agricultural 
conservation prozren. 


5. The progyam on reatoration land goals be changed to read 
ag f'olows s 


"Reateration land goals shall be determined on the basis of 
the iand in the farm which was designated as restoration land 
under the 193f or 1959 progrem and any additional land in the 
farm which hes been cropped at least once since January 1, 
1930, but on which because of its physical condition and 
texture and because of climatic conditions a permanent vere- 
tative vover should be restored: Provided, That new restora- 
tic: dmad shell be designated only on a farm which is operated 
hy the owner or such designation has been appreved by the 
owner in the case cf @ tenant-operated farm: And Provided 
further, That the sounty cormittee shall classify tracts of 
restoreticn land and for theses tracts determined to be in 
meod of additional practices, they shall desipnate the prac- 
ices to be applied: Provided, further, Thet land formerly 
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desirrated ae restoration lend may, if auch land was improp- 
erly designated, be restored to ite former sroplend status, 
when offset by an equal acreage of land in the sounty thas 
my properly be oonsidered regtoratior lend.” 


4, The following payments shail be made for restoration 
TE 3 . : 


(a) An annual payment of 16 sents per acre to the omer or 
to the renter whe is leasing such land for sash during, the restora- 
tion period. In order to qualify for this payment, the caner or cash 
renter of the farm of which the restoration tract is a part, ia re« 
sponsible for having the restoration tract protected acainst wind 
erosion and Sor carrying owt spesifiec practices desirnated by the 
eounty committee in any given yeer; 


(b} Am additional ellowance of 45 sents per acre shall be set 
up for each agre ef restoration land to be earned by sarrying out scii- 
budiding presticess 


Hestoration trects, together with any non=erop pasture or 
rangs land, would be treated seperately from the cropland ir the seme 
farming unit. The allowance of 45 cents for each acre of restoration 
iand would be added to any allowance for non-orop pasture or range land, 
this total allowances sould be earned by carrying out specifics practice: 
applicable to restoration tracts or non-orop pasture or rance land, but 
could not be esarred by practices carried out on cropland, axcept that 
in @uy Stete or erea where there is no separate range program the al«. 
acwance computed in connestion with the restoration land, torpether with 
‘oat computed on ranpe land and non-crop pasture land shail besome a 
part, of the farm allowanse. tn approving practices, the committes she) i 
O3v6 preferenss te practices nesded on the range land, non-orop pasture 
jand, and reetoreation land. On farms having restoration land, county 
Sommttees could require 411 or any portion of the total allowance on 
restoration land and range and pasture to be eared by practices pare 
formed on restoration land, if they deemed it essential in order to 
expedite the return of such land to a permanent veretative cover. 

\ the oravticea ara net needed on the restoration tracte, the entire 
% Awana Gould be applied to non=<erop peeture or rane; 


in order to fulfill previous somitmente, on restoration land 
previously deaignated, a payment of 35 cante per acre of the 45<cent 
Silewance may be cade where the county committee determines that 
HeSeesary practicar have bean carried out in previous yeare. 


5. The minimm allowance rate and, upon revormendation of 
the State conmittee and approval of the regional director, the als 
lowance rate in somnestion with non-crop pasture and range land ina 
areas where both a flat rate per acre and a rate based on carrying 
capacity are applicable shall be 10 cents per acre for each acre of 
pasture or ce on tracts of 640 acres or lese: And Provided, 
futher, That in no case shall the total allowance for tracts of range 
and or non=crop pasture land in excess of 640 acres be less than $64.00. 


6. The somnittes recommends that there be no special wind 
erosion area, out that for areas designated by the Administrator as 
Greas subject to wind erosion, practices similar to the wind erosion 
practices in the 1939 Agrisultural Conservation Program Bulletin shall 
be included. The sommittee further recomnends thet any county in the 
area may adopt & program. similar to the Sherman County Texas Experi- 
mertel Program with the approval of the State committes and the 
repional director. 


7. The committees recommends that the deduction for cropping 
restoration lend read as follows: 


“Crooping restoration land. $5.00 for each acre of restora- 
tion land which is plowed or tilled for any purpose other than 
tillage operations in connection with the seeding of approved 
non-depleting cover orops or permanent grass mixtures, which 
dedustion shall for purposes of division be considered as a 
dedustion for excess soil<-depleting crops." 


&. The committee recommends that all matters in the above re- 
port affesting the range program be subject to the approval of the 
National Range Conference. 


2/ (Not acted upon in view of similar recommendation approved in 
report of comaittee on goals and rates of payment) o 


